days the sutures were removed, but the wound had not entirely healed, there still being some discharge from it. The next day, on the matron going her round, the patient complained of pain in his back, and to relieve this, and partly also, as she states, to lessen the likelihood of bedsores occurring, she The real point is this, "Was anything done contrary to orders ? In regard to this we have the positive assurance of the matron that in all she did she merely acted as a nurse, using ordinary nursing appliances for the relief of the patient, and that not only did she not act act contrary to the orders given by the medical officer, but she did nothing opposed even to the spirit of those orders. She assures us that the orders given were not that the patient was " not to be moved,'r but that he was " not to be turned on to his side," and she points out the improbability of any medical man of experience giving an order that a man should " not be moved" for nearly a fortnight in the literal sense of the words, unless the necessary arrangements had been made at the same time for the prevention of bed-sores and other discomforts. She also states that, as a fact, the patient had been moved regularly for purposes of nature, and had had his back washed every day, raising himself from the bed for the purpose; and that, although she had not been present at the time, she had every reason to believe that all this had been done with the cognisance and consent of the medical officer who was attending on the case. Any movement caused by the insertion of the pillow, which has been made so much of, was, she says, quite within the limits of the movements which were daily being made. We are glad to have had thisassurance, because the rule cannot be too strictly maintained 
